INTRODUCTION
The objective of this paper is to analyse more closely the extent to which JMP-led post-2015 and GLAAS data sources could contribute to monitoring HRWS in a broad sense.
Specifically, the article identifies the main contributions to HRWS monitoring of these two mechanisms and the elements that cannot be measured as they are conceived nowadays. It is not intended that JMP and GLAAS should monitor and report on the HRWS in the future as they are not designed as specific HR monitoring mechanisms, but to analyse their potential contributions to this challenge at present. Finally, some ideas on the way in which they could be enriched are proposed. In this sense, the approach based on three types of indicators (structural (SIN), process (PIN) and outcome (OIN) proposed by Hunt (United Nations ) is normally considered, as UN SR () mentions in her handbook. Each indicator addresses a different part of the framework necessary to monitor the realisation of HR. SINs consider issues about the policy environment for the delivery of the HR and typically 'reflect the ratification and adoption of legal instruments and the existence of basic institutional mechanisms deemed necessary for facilitating realisation of a HR' (United Nations ). PINs deal with the policy environment too but they monitor State effort through the measure of programmes. It is assumed that these indicators can help to predict outcomes and it is considered that they are more sensitive to changes than OIN indicators, which are usually used in the HD sector and monitor the extent to which individuals have access to basic needs.
Measuring the HRWS
According to the HRWS, just a few initiatives have 
METHODOLOGY
Sources of data and the method used are briefly described below.
Data sources
The article assesses two complementary and recognised 
Matrix construction
GC15 and further clarifications by the SR have been used for the selection of the normative and cross-cutting content of these HR. A first examination of both platforms using a HR approach shows that:
1. Despite the fact that the JMP was not created for monitoring HR, it is well placed to provide indicators that may be used to assess right-holders' enjoyment of the rights. In this sense, the JMP post-2015 can be evaluated to assess whether it contributes enough to monitor HRWS elements that could be measured through outcome indicators.
The GLAAS initiative provides information about States
as duty-bearers of WASH service provision based on different types of indicators: structural and process. Similarly, GLAAS indicators could be evaluated as mentioned before in relation to JMP ones.
Taking these ideas into account, we considered that each element should be monitored using one or both platforms, depending on its nature. If the element was essentially outcome-or structural process-focussed, it was analysed in the JMP or GLAAS section, respectively. Finally, if the element required measurement in both, it is discussed in both sections.
When it was proposed that an element should not be measured by the mechanism, a light grey colour has been used. In the opposite scenario, three possible options have been considered. Black shading indicates that the element should be monitored by the platform considered but it was not possible using the present sources of information and white shading shows the opposite. Finally, dark grey means that it can be partially achieved. When an element has been highlighted in white, a reference to the indicator proposed in JMP post-2015 or the question in the GLAAS survey has been included to facilitate the use of the results. In the case of black, another table provides elements to improve the potential contributions of the platforms analysed.
RESULTS
The results are summarised in Table 1 where 30 drinking water and sanitation normative elements and 13 general and cross-cutting ones have been analysed by applying the methodology explained above. Twenty-four out of 43 have been identified as white, 13 as black and 6 as dark grey.
DISCUSSION
Which HRWS elements can be reported and which not using the JMP-led post-2015 proposal?
The post-2015 proposal has been guided by five important considerations: improving service levels, including hygiene According to the HRWS framework, hygiene is con- Other HRW elements about disconnections and acceptability that could be measured at a household level have ultimately not been included.
According to cross-cutting issues, it is widely recognised Which HRWS elements can be reported and which cannot using the GLAAS 2014 questionnaire?
As mentioned before, the JMP is outcome-focussed and its approach is pertinent to report right-holders' enjoyment of the HRWS. To complement this work, the GLAAS strategy offers the possibility to measure process and structural indicators that can be used to monitor duty-bearers' achievement of HR obligations. GLAAS 2013-2014 is analysed below to identify challenges and opportunities for HRWS deals with the issue of independence regarding water quality regulation and surveillance and A7 is used to find out whether WSPs are promoted as specific sustainability measures. The GLAAS report offers findings on these issues combined with information from the Global and Regional Survey on water Safety Plans (WHO ).
Pollution of water sources and its impact on water quality for personal and domestic uses affecting human health is an issue of concern considering HRW content. GC15 explicitly establishes connections between pollution, encroachment and Common Water Sources. Article 23 provides the obligation to protect the HRW, which requires
States to prevent third parties from polluting and inequitably extracting from water resources. In this sense, GLAAS is not enough to monitor pollution-related issues.
According to information and participation, the ques- A proposal to move forward HRWS elements that cannot be measured through UN
Water monitoring platforms analysis are taken up again in this section where some ideas concerning the way they could be addressed are presented in Table 2 . A proposal about the platform that could include gaps of information previously pointed out, potential indicators based on specialised literature and the techniques that can be used are displayed in the table. More attention has to be paid to acceptability issues as well. There are no clear rules about the inclusion of some elements at the dwelling but not in public institutions, and vice versa, as it is the case of water quality or MHM, respectively. The negative effects that water resources contamination has on downstream access to safe drinking water have been largely reported. For a HR approach it is important to monitor the existence of regulation and policies to control pollution of water sources, which is not possible using these platforms. State control and regulation when the private sector is involved is necessary too. Both mechanisms are sensitive to non-discrimination and equity issues but more attention should be paid to methods and data if there is a wish to avoid perpetuation of some forms of discrimination.
However, these shortcomings are few. Furthermore, they could be addressed by building on existing monitoring 
